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KDORANIEOM FOR: Director of entral Intelligensc
SUBJECT + Composition of the Intelligence Advisory Committee

1. The genesis of the Intelligence Mviaory Sormittee was &
rescamendation of the so-called Lovett Comnittee, dsted 3 Hovesber
1945, that s Central Intelligence Agency should be established and
thet there should be created within the Agency an Intelligence Board
which would consist of the G-2, A-2, amtt the Director of Naval
Intelligence, and the chiefs of primcipal civilian intelligence
agencies Neving functions related to the national secwrity. However,
in the President's directive of 22 Jemuey 1546, which ereated the
Centrel Intelligence Group, paragrayh 7T provided that the Director
of Central nﬂtell.igema almll be sdvised by an Intelligence Advisory
Board consisting of the hl‘ﬂS.ﬂ a% eipa‘fﬁlig&y snf civilian

intelligence ngmcien of the &wermmxt heving functions relam
e Noioma I 30 _

) ] t‘w nationsl sewrity) A
“}w%‘;m ade betveen the Director in his capacity os hesd of the Agency
‘ /j/ and 88 Direstor of Central Bitelligence with responsibilities wider
: W; mmmeym ‘?hemtumganm Mﬁsmﬁ&wﬁmwm&u / |

q v /iL him in this latter eﬁp&éitys . _ W__,.—/
. 2, Thd Hational Security Act of 1947 wes silent as to any /

sfivisory body, but there 1s po indication that this omission had

significance one way or another. The then Director proposed to
reconstitute the Advisory Group by his own eppointment action, dbut
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37 that such a Growp would-heve—4e be constituted by the Retiopal Security

ap; to mﬂ the Tntelligence Advisory Committee

-3 Council. This was ; ‘\ )

3> was established by NSCID Ay N the Divector of Central

\:q Imtelligence. “-,\

-~ 3, ¥o indicstion has been' roxmd in the records thet any consid-

eration vas given et that time w\ later to the thought that one
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representative Trom the Departman fnfﬁeﬁnse aight represext all

the m,img antitiea imlvaﬁ‘ r; part the military representation
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fence Mﬂwry camiﬂm wis & practiecal recognitien
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aof m need lf:;r sloze ¢ ,,m“eﬁnaiieu -é%h cach service intelligenee
group snd for slose mutual mmport.j Bowever, 1t also srose in pert
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put of the setond provise of Section 102{a)(3) of the National
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Sscwrity Act, vhich resd that the dcpartmente and other agencles
of the Qovermadnt shall ccntinm %0 eollect, eveluate, correlaie,
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and ﬂimmtmta Gepartmerial mtauimnc\., This was a clesar-cut
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expression of eomgresatonal intent that the integrity of the ﬁ,,hx
8 ; ‘ g
:i,_ Mﬁg{% “ o fuke
“‘ixﬁ :‘é Sepurtuental i1 intsllipgence ugencles or at least thelr representation ; 1::
‘:i\ﬁj‘ ‘5 en the Tmbelligence Advigery Committes, the sbove proviso would
‘) 3¢ reise & question ss to whether he were viclating the intent of the
% ' Gomgress, Any objection based xm this proviso would be puraly ;
: technical and would not withstend = determination made in the , /
% snterest of imtradepertmental efficiency. A more diffimult question
1:7:% R “ M ﬂj;,_mt c:vn'o-'

Approved For Release 2001/08/27 : CIA-RDP61 j/“"“
Fo Lomne £gfiat



Approved For Release 2001/08/3'1;:

f/"'a—u/\f | @ ¢ ( ,.
e @W- JAW% L4 q% ? 2o uUS
is presented if t!se wwm::al Inte ce Asency were to adopt the ZM

functioning of the Intelligence Advisory Commitiee ond to the TL‘U;I i :3

coondination of intelligence mctivitics relating to the mational (oven vors

ssourity. 'nsciys)
5. Under sections 102(a){(1) and 102(4)}(2) of the Netional

Sesurity Act, this Agency hes a duty to advise the Nationsl Secwrity

Council in matters concerning the intelligence activities of the

Goverrnment departments and agercies and to make recommendations

to the Wationsl Security Council for the coordination of such

intelligonce act:!.vi*}:iea. 17, therefore, the Agency believed that

poseible aﬁigﬁr}\w Z';c*:’-%.ém of DePense would be detrimental

1t would hzve a duty to adviee the Netlonal Security Council aed

recommend sgainst such unifiecetion, Tven 1f the Agency belleved

that the un:.ﬁad/;\ 1t would be

necessary to recomsend to the N¥ational Becurity Council en appropriate

amendment to NSCID 1.5 greele {@wa(d’“gﬂw“ﬂb’““ “’“G/‘“’Q
6. I the service representatives on the Intelllgence Advisory :
Committes ave repleced by a single vepressentative from the Depariment
of Defense or in the slternmtive if the Deparitment of Defonne
representative 1s added to the service representation, there would
be change, in our opinion, in the responsibilitiss apd authoritiec
l&m Director of Centrel Yntelligence or in hj%m to the

Intelligence Advisory Committea. There is no gquestion in our mind
that Congress holds the Director alone responsible for results

. “3“
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in the field of intelligence related to the mational zecurity.
Neither he nor the National Security Council can spread this responsi -
bility or esteblish mllec’hq!ty f"esmnsibiuty in any group or commitiee.

It was for this resson that the Intelligence Advisory Committee was
proparly set up to advise the Director, This limitation on the
Committee’s power bas aot been universally scceptad and repeated

®sttenpts have heen made to establish that the Director iz merely one

azeng equals in eny matier coming befors the Intelligence Advisory
Comnittes, Whenever the issue bas deen clearly Jeined on this point,
however, pre-eminence of the Direetor hes baen specifically

recognized. The wvord "nrs-sminopee” 15 careflly chosen as the

relation of the Director to the other members of the Intelligance
Advisory Committee: 1% 4= 4n no sansze a comuand relation, The

aormal role of authority consistent with reaponsidbility cannot be

applied here in simple form, One Director beliaved clarification
necessary %0 the point of obtaining authority frow the National
Intelligence Authority to have him sct as their Bxecutlive sgent 1a

all matters relating %o intelligence. He never axergised this suthority,
6nd his successor deemad 1% advisable to establish the ralation more ,
nearly in its present form. However, the Director has a rWMQ e LISC b
request more than simple cooperation, slthough this is the basis W—%'
of succasstul i’uneticning) and in the final analycis to place ks i o
issue before the Nmtional Security Council even in face of the a
unanimous opposition of the entire Intelligence Advisory Committee
whether constituted in its present form or with the unified represcntation
of the Department of Defeuse.
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